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INTRODUCTION ON SOURCES AND METHODS OF ACCOUNTING

The later Middle Ages has provided the historian with written evidence
on a scale unparallelled in earlier centuries. Nowhere is this trend more

noticeable than in Scotland for, prior to the fourteenth century, surviving

records are so scanty that much of the history of early Mediaeval Scotland

must remain mere conjecture. However, in common with other countries of |
western Europe, the fourteenth and especialiy the fifteenth centuries wit-
nessed a dramatic iﬁcrease in the amount of documented evidence which has
survived to provide historians of this period with a heritage sufficient to

gain considerable insight into many aspects of life in the later Middle Ages.

During the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, there was a drive towards
greater documentation as increasingly powerful central bureaucracies placed
greater reliance on written evidence, The monarchies of France, England and
Spain, and especially the Roman Curia, developed a strong central government,
from which emanated a flood of records and written instructions in the form
of mandates from the king or council to a hierarchy of officials, a series
of charters, writs, letters and injunctions from the chancery, financial
records from Exchequer and Treasury, a compendium of legislative statutes
and a mass of records from judicial proceedings. From the late thirteenth
century, there was a steady flow of public records, preserved not only for
their own sake but also for use on a later occasion, for past records were
frequently resurrected for subsequent consultation. ' Associated with this
development was the rise of the office of royal secretary through whom many

of these official instructions was 1issued.

) By the end of the fifteenth century, the secretary developed from a

purely administrative office to a position of considerable executive -
power, the forerunner of the later secretary of state.

L " [
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In Scotland, this development in the central administration was con-
siderably slower and less dramatic than in France or England. During most
of the fourteenth century, the central government machinery in Scotland was
retarded, principally by two features, firstly the desperate struggle for
independance against the advances of Edward I had a disruptive effect on the
social, economic and political life of the country, and, secondly the weak-
ress of the Scottish crown following the death of Robert I resulted in the
lack of a central directive force to give impetus to any reorgahisation of
the royal administration. However, in the fifteenth century, there is
evidence of a conscious attempt on the part of the crown to revitalise
central government in similar vein to the earlier developments in France or
England. The turning point came in 1424 with the return of James I from
captivity in England. His first hand experience of the highly developed
English administrative system and his determination to resurrect the power
and prestige of the Scottish crown, encouraged James to adopt some of the
features of this new style of bureaucratic government. One of the principal
features of this development was the reform of the financial administration,
undertaken soon after his return whereby the fiscal powers of the chamberlain,
which had been closely associated with the baronial domination of the house
of Albany, were taken over by the new offices of treasurer and comptroller
which were much more under the control of the crown. During the fifteenth
century, other developments became evident, namely the formation of body of
professionalicivil servénts, including both laymen and ecclesiastics, whose
advancement was dependant on loyal service to the crown. The reign of James
III witn;ssed the establishment of Edinburgh as the permanent centre of
government while, during the reign of James IV, the office of secretary under

Patrick Paniter, became a prominent feature of royal administration.

Coupled with the rather belated development of the central administra-
tion in Mediaevel Scoiland:ﬁig the low survival rate of source material.

The combination of accidental distruction, the damaging effect of periodic



English invasions and an unsettled political climate has been largely
responsible for the shortage of documented evidence. Concerning financial
records, the fire which destroyed part of the Exchequer buildings early in
the morning of 10 November 1811 probably accounted for most of the sheriffs?
rolls since an audit of these rolls held the previous year had related that
these records were %tolerably complete'.2 Destruction or loss of such
evidence was exacerbated by the fact that, despite the existance of some

duplicates, it was not normal practice to enroll more than one copy of

accounts. Although certain financial rolls for the period 1264 to 1266 and

1288 to 1290 had survived for the epoch prior to the wars of independance,3

it is likely that many of these early records were removed to England by

Edward 1.

However, from the reigh of David II public records have survived to the
present day with a greater degree of consistancy than previous centuries.,
During the fifteenth and early sixteenth centuries written documentation of
most of the spheres of royal administration has survived to provide the
historian of the period with a much clearer insight into the social political,
economic, diplomatic and constitutional features of late Mediaeval Scotland.
A further boost was given to the preservation of written source material with
the introduction of printing into Scotland during the reign of James IV. On
15 September 1507 a'royal letter of licence was granted to Walter Chapman and
Andrew Millar, both burgesses of Edinburgh, to furnish and bring home t%ane
prent with al stuff belangand thairto and export men to use the sammyn' and

this machine was to be employed for the printing of law books, the various

2o In 1800 a report of the records in the custory of the Lord Treasurer's
Remembrancer in Scotland was made to the Committee on Public Records.
King's Remembrancerts Office Letter Book, viii, 195-221, xii, 176.
Treasury Minute Book, xiv, 344.

3. These thirteenth century financial rolls are represented only by a

transcript made for the earl of Haddington which gave extracts from
the rolls for those particular years.
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Parliamentary statutes, chronicles, mass books and other material. The
cost of the enterprise was to be sustained by Chapman and Millar who were

conceded the sole right to print.

Almost all the financial records from the reign of David II to 1513

are printed in the thirteenth volumes of The Exchequer Rolls of Scotland,

edited by George Burnett, Thomas Thompson®s three volumes of 'The Accounts

of the Great Chamberlain of Scotland and the first four volumes of The

Accounts of the Lord High Treasurer. These nineteenth century publications

of the Exchequer and Treasury records, which were printed in their original
form and language, greatly simplified any study of financial affairs in
Scotland, but neither George Burnett nor Thomas Dickson in their respective
prefaces to the Exchequer Rolls and the Accounts of the Treasurer made much
attempt at analysing the figures recorded in the various accounts included
in these volumes nor w;s there much effort to extract information concerning
the organisation and procedure of the Exchequer. In fact Burnett provided
little more than a series of articles ol the political, military and
diplomatic events which occurred within the scope of each volume. +Even

Dickson's authoritative introduction to the first volume of The Accounts of

the Lord High Treasurer has presented only a resuméﬁéf some of the principal
entries contained within the first volume but again there was only limited
information about the financing of the various aspects of royal government.
However, the recent publication of the twelfth volume of the treasurers®
accounts provided not only a worthwhile analysis of the fiscal administration
since the reign of James I but also, more specially, there was a long overdue
attempt to associate composition receipts for feudal casualties and escheats

with the letters of gift recorded in the Register of the Privy Seal.

4.  RSS, i, 1546.

&
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Concerning the rolls of local accountants, the oldest original rolls repres-
ented those of the custumar and the burgh baillie - the latter appearing on

the back,*'in dorso® of the accounts of the former official - dated from 1326.

’

During the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries these accounts continued
relatively complete. Only a few sheriffs* rolls have survived for the late
Mediaeval period. In addition to the four series of sheriffs® accounts

for the later Middle Ages, certain accounts, audited in 1489, are preserved
unpublished in the Scottish Record Office. Those of the property accountants,
the Ballivi ad Extra, are almost wholly complete from 1450. The lack of an
permanent royal demesne before 1424 reduced the need for such officials, but

the spectacular acquisition of property from the return of James I resulted

in the proliferation of annual accounts of those appointed to administer

these estates. The first Ballivi ad Extra accounts dated from 1434 and from
that date until 1450 the survival of these rolls was rather haphazard.

However, from the mid fifteenth century only a few accounts are missing.
Associated with the property rolls were the rental books,'Rentalia Domini Regis;

which were recorded in the Appendix of the Exchequer Rolls from 1480,

Unfortunately, the survival rate of the accounts of the officials at the
centre of the financial administration was not as high as the local
accountants, for, until the reign of James IV, only one treasurerts roll

and two short comptrollers® accounts have remained.5 However, from 1492

there was 4 semblance of contiﬂuity in the accounts of the comptroller.

Since the printing of these nineteenth century compilations, three additional
accounts of comptroller, sir Duncan Forrester of Skipinch, for the périod
1495 to 1499, were traced and published in the ninth volume of the Miscellany

of the Scottish History Society in 1958. From 1488 until 1513, only a few

S. The account of treasurer, the bishop of Glasow, dated from August 1473
to December 1474. Of .the early comptrollers® accounts, that of
Alexander Napier lasted for almost a whole year prior to mid summer

1450 and .that.of George Shoriswood, in the absence of - Alexander Nairn,
absent in England, accounted for the receipts of only a few months.
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vears were not covered-by the treasurerst rolls. Earlier, during the regency
of the two dukes of Albany, there was a complete series of chamberlains®
accounts. In addition to these printed accounts, there have survived to

the present day isolated unpublished records associated with royal finances;
during the latter part of James IV's reign, the two household books, 'Libri
Domicilii Regis® and the *Libri Emptorum Regis' which provided invaluable !
information about the acquisition and purchase of daily supplies for the

royal household and the customs books and the books of entries of ships

which were vital for any understanding of the organisation of the export

trade and the methods employed to extract revenue from this trade. In
addition, the later documents provided evidence of the nature and distribution

of the merchandice which was exported from Scotland, the origin of vessels

transporting these goods and the names of the principal exporters.

Other public records have supplied useful supplementary datae. The
Acts of the Parliament of Scotland provided interesting and valuable infor-
mation concerning the forfeiture of property and the contemporary attitude
to such topics as feuing, trade, taxation and coinage, the judicial records,
the Acts of the Lords of the Council in Civil Causes and the Acts of the
Lords Auditors, were important for the evidence of proceedings involving

the non payment of crown revenue, disputes over royal leases, controversies

over feudal incidents and the withholding of pensions and other payments
while the Registers of the Great and Privy Seals included charters dealing
with the alienation of sections of the royal demesne, letters relating to

the gift of remission from royal justice and of feudal casualties, feu

charters and letters of lease, various royal appointments and cutoms

remissions. Private secular and ecclesiastical muniments, both published

.

and unpublished, bequeathed a selection of writs, charters and letters which
occasionally provided interesting information related to the finances of
the crown. These documents.provided examples of royal discharges for

.-:1-"’!- ' - * E " - - Lo

payments to fiscal officials, the means of paying compositions for the

mE L A= -rh LS
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technical offences of recognition and non-entry, retours which provided an
invaluable guide as to the changing value of real estate and other interesting
scraps of informaiion. The Morton collectiﬁn of muniments have supplied

the historian of the late Middlé Ages with two unique rentals of the regality
of Dalkeith, useful for comparison with the management and exploitation of

the royal estates. In addition, certain collections furnished some insight

into the struggles between the crown and private landowners over the ownership

of particular estates, for instance, the Antiquities of the Shires of Aberdeen

and Banff printed vital information ooncerning the protracted dispute over

the fate of the earldom of Mar in the 1440s and 1450s while the Swintons of

that Ilk, supplied@ evidence about the controversy over the lands of Cranshaws

in the earldom of March.

Certain ecclesiastical cartularies contained some additional informa-
tion concerning the leasing of spiritual estates while the burgh records of
Edinburgh and Aberdeen provided information about trade and prices and also
the increasing gulf tetween the feufarm and the actual revenue collected by
the burgh baillies., Mediaeval chroniclers tended to be confined to
political, diplomatic and military affairs and little concerned with financial
details and even Buchanan's tirade against the exploitation of the casualty of

recognition by William Elphinstone was based on his dislike of the absolutist

style of government.

Although there is much information to be gleaned from both public and
private muniments the official language contained in these records frequently
concealed many additional, and often more interesting, features. Because
of the reliance on official sources in Scotland in the later Middle Ages,
it i1s extremely difficult to delve beneath these documents in order to gain
a truer impression of activity at the grass roots and of events leading to

the various official decisions. In succeeding centuries, the proliferation

L * ‘Ih a < r
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of private letters and more records of the intricacies of estate management

and the financial administration presented the historian with a more complete



set of documentary evidence.

The dramatic increase in documentation in the later Middle Ages was
largely a response to the rising demand for written proof of owernship and
payment. Exchequer Rolls and other financial records were preserved not
only for their historical yalue but also for more practical purposes.
Contemporaries understood the worth of these documents and, in cases of
fiscal disputes, the rolls were produced to settle the controversy.i On
30 April 1501 a chest containing the Exchequer Rolls was transported from
Edinburgh casFle, where they were stored, in order to provide Robert Colville,
the directo;-of the-chancery, with information concerning the past history
of the royal property of Burnturk in connection with the feu claim of Walter
Heriot.6 ‘In order to ascertain the date of the last account of the burgh
farms of Kintore and Fyvie, in 1501 a search was made in the appropriate
rolls as far back as 1332 before any record of an account of these burgh
baillies was discovered.7 In an action pursued by the crown against
Robert Douglas of Lochleven, Alexander Seaton of Parbroath, David Barcley
and others over their part in the serving of a brieve of inquest purchased
by John Cunningham concerning the lands of West Barns and Gallowside the
Lords of the Council instructed the clerk of the register to 'pas and seik
the ald Chekkar Rollis to se geif only declaracioun can be had to schaw mare
clerely how the sammyn landis are haldin, for his Hienis wald nowther be
hurt himself in his heritage nor have the saide Johne skaithit contrar

8
ressount.

The proliferation of charters and royal letters inevitably resulted

6. Ié.’ ii’ 105- RMS’ iii, 2593l
7. ER, xi, 384.

8e ADC, 1i, cCXX. The tutors of John Cunningham claimed that the lands
were held in blanchfarm and were, therefore, liable for ward.-and relief.
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in a confusion of rights. The settlement of disputed claims was achieved
by the production of the written evidence possessed by both parties. On

20 July 1498 Alexander Gordon, the sheriff depute of Kirkcudbright, and
William McLellan disputed the escheat of the late Donald McGill, the former
asserted that he had compounded with the treasurer, George, abbot of Paisley,

for the gift 'and thareapone producit ane writing subscrivit with the sadis

Tresauraris handis® while the latter produced a letter of gift under the
kingts signet., The decision of the Lords of the Council was that both
documents *be of nane avail, force nor effect in tyme tocum® because
McLellan's letter should have been under the king®s privy seal nor the

signet while Gordonts composition of £2 was far below the value of the
9

escheat. On 20 February 1497-8 the lands of Kincraigie in the lordship
of Cromar were claimed by John Meldrum in liferent through a gift from
James III under the great and Alexander Gordon of Midmar was produced a
letter of tack under the privy seal for a specific rént ttil be payit be

him heirely to our soverand Lordis Comptrollare, and allowit yeirely in

the Chekkar rollis* and he was instructed to prove that he has submitted

the farm annually.lo

The increasing demand for written evidence as the principal means of
successfully asserting a claim not unnaturally resulted in the production of
dubious documents. On 15 February 1499-1500 Margaret Spittall produced her
letter of tack to the assise herring of the East Sea but the lords adjourned
the case until 3 July *til produce the writare that wrat the sade letter
because it was allegyit by the sade Maister James, the king's advocate, that

the last lyne contenit in the sammyn letter was part suspect and was nocht

writtin the tyme that the remanent of the sade letter was writin'.11

9- ADC’ ii’ 284-5-

10. ADC, ii, 115. These allowances were recorded in 1484, 1488, 1495 and
1497. ER, ix, 281, x, 15, 515, xi, 20.
3

11. ADC, ii, 397.
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The Exchequer was as the centre of the Scottish financial administration.
In contrast to the system employed in Mediaeval England, the Scottish Exchequer
was the sole organ of financial government, corresponding to the English Upper
Exchequer - there was no Scottish equivalent to the Lower Exchequer south of
the border. However, it would be true to say that, despite the superficial
similarities, the Scottish Exchequer was an exfremely primitive department
with only a few of the methods used in the English Upper Exchequer. The
organisation of the Scottish Exchequer, which bore certain similarities to
that of the English of the twelfth century, altered little between the reforms

of 1424 and the changes undertaken during the reign of Mary.

Even by current Mediaeval standards, the Scottish Exchequer was an

extremely amateurish organisation, It was far from a permanent institution,

the venue varied considerably, often according to the location of the royal
court, and the date of the annual audit, although normally in mid summer
after the termination of the Whitsun term, could also be held at other times
of the year. For instance, the audit of the accounts of the Ballivi ad
Extra between 29 January 1498-9 and 26 February 1499-1500 were held at four

different venues, at Edinburgh at the former date, at Linlithgow from 19

to 22 June 1499, at Inverness on 30 October and Stirling from 16 June 1499

to 26 February 1499-1500.12 The Lords Auditors, drawn from the larger body

of the Lords of the Council, were appointed only for the duration of the audit
and were relieved of their duties after they had completed their task. This
body of officials was derived from a cross section of the king's councillors,
those of high estate, whose presénce reflected the prevailing political
climate, tended to attend only when matters of considerable importance were
under review, whiie the professional civil servants would have been in
constant attendance and dealt with the routine business of the Exchequer.ﬂ

- In 1487, for instance, the auditors appointed to hear the annual accounts from

12. 'Eg,xi, Xiil.



11.

25 June consisted of William Schevez, archbishop of St. Andrews, Colin,

earl of Argyll, Andrew, lord Avandale, JOhn Ramsey, lord Bothwell and John,
lord Carlyle who made up the former category of auditors while Alexander
Scott, master Alexander Inglis, James Allardice, Henry Alan, Richard Roberts,
the comptroller and the treasurer would have attended to the actual details

of the audit and, finally, William Elphinstone, bishop of Aberdeen, who

might well have represented both sections of this body.13 The actual number
of auditors appointed for each year varied considerably. The physical
transcription of the various rolls was under the direction of the clerk of
the register who was the principal clerk of the Exchequer, under whom other

clerks were employed for the keeping and writing of the rolls. By 1503

there were three such clerks, one of whom was Henry Mair who had served in

that capacity since 1476.14 In 1499 there is mention of a chaplain of the

Exchequer15 andnine minstrels were also present at an annual audit.l6 The
cost of the Exchequer was borne by the chamberlain until 1424 and subsequently
by the comptroller. In 1492 the comptroller received an allowance for the

expenses of the auditors for the period from 26 June to 26 July which amounted

to £125 in bread, ale, wine, mutton, marts, poultry, fish and *uncosts?,
excluding other provisions supplied by the chamberlain of Fife.l7 In
addition, the comptroller sustained the cost of Exchequer equipment,
including tables, stools, counters and cloth coverings. Although the
king's presence seems to have been unusual there is ample evidence to show
that he occasionally was in attendance and was probably available for

-y

consultation. One of the :gcousations levelled against the Boyds by

13. ER, ix, 459.

14. ER, viii, 383, xii, 120. Mair containued to copy Exchequer Rolls as
late as 1518. - ER, xiv, 357. |

15. ER, xi, 260.
16. ER, xiii, 122,

17. ER, x, 378.



3 TP Caem oy TV & THREEe TEERE smy Cam v wF

12.

James III during their trial before Parliament was *the treasonable taking

of our royal person at the time of our being in our Exchequer in our burgh

of Linlithgow® on 9 July 1466.18

The actual organisation of the annual audit of the Exchequer seems to
have been extremely unprofessional and haphazard. Although it is known that
local Ballivi ad Extra, custumars and burgh baillies were summoned to appear
at the Exchequer on an appointed date, there seems little logic in what
occurred at the audit. Taking the 1507 audit, which stretched from 12
July to 30 August, as an example, there is no obvious pattern either in the
order of accounts or the number heard in one day. For instance, on 2
August the accounts of the chamberlains of Moray and Stirlingshire and also
the custumar of Dumbarton were rendered, with the result, there would appear
to be no geographical sequence. However, the three accounts of Alexander,
lord Hume as chamberlain of Ettrick forest, March and Haliburton were
rendered on 11, 13, 14 August. Also, the number of accounts heard in one
day seems to have varied considerably; on 11 August Ballivi ad Extra accounts
for Ettrick forest, the grange of Dunbar and Galloway, the custumar account
for Kirkcudbright and the burgh baillie accounts for Kirkcudbright and
Wigtown were recorded while on 5 August the auditors investigated only the
simple burgh baillie accounts of Lauder and Jedburgh. In addition to the
accounts investigated during the time of the audit, on 13 and 14 September
the two late accounts of the feuar of Glencairny and the chamberlain of
Kintyre were rendered before the same auditors.19 It is clear that all
the details contained in a particular account were not considered by the
auditors, for, although new allowances, customs books and any points of

controversy would be reviewed by the auditors, many of the entries in the

rolls would require only scant attention. There seems little doubt that

18. APS, ii, 186.

19, See Appendix No.B/i (a).
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large portions of these accounts were accepted without question if they had
appeared in previous accounts. Thus, the accounts involving considerable

sums of money did not necessarily consume the most time at the audit.

Until 1424, the principal rgceiver of royal revenue was the great
chamberlain but the dominance this office achieved under the aegis of the
House of Albany, -the most powerful baronial faction during the captivity of
James I, forced the king on his return to Scotland to reduce the fiscal
powers of that office. In place of the chamberlain at the apex of the
fiscal administration, James I substituted two officials, the comptroller
and treasurer. The division of royal receipts involved the comptroller
in the collection of income from crown property, fixed payments by royal
burghs as dictated by their feu charters and the great customs while, in
the mid sixteenth century James Makgill and John Bellenden outlined the
treasurer's responsibilities as including *general intromissions and charge
over the casualties, which consist of the rights and profits which fall to
the crown by accident and chance; such as wards, reliefs, non-entries to
vacant lands, profits of marriages, also compositions given by the king's
authority for infeftments in lands sold or resigned ... into the king's
hands; all the revenué of moveable goods escheated to the crown by con-
fiscation and execution of justice in criminal causes; likewise the com-
positions made for remissions and pardons of offences; similarly the goods
of unlegitimated bastards and others who die without heirs; also the
temporal fruits and revenues of hishoprics, when vacant and until intimation
of the bulls of provision thereof; finally the profits which may arise from
mines and from the coinage'.20 However, the split in responsibility between
these two officials was not so clear cut in the early fifteenth century, for,

in 1438 the treasurer was recorded as receiving revenue from the royal burghs

20. Makgill and Bellenden, Discours Particulier D'Escosse, Bannatyne Club.
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and great customs while in 1450 the comptroller, Alexander Napier, received
a large portion of revenue from feudal incidents and royal justi'.t.:e....z'1 It
seems likely that after the lapse of the office of comptroller between 1461

and 1464 the two financial officials tended to confine their intérest to the

portions of royal-income which they dealt with in the sixteenth century.

Both the treasurer and the comptroller accepted their receipts from
local accountants or private individuals who paid their levies directly to
the central functionary. Receipts were charged to the comptroller and
treasurer 'according to the rolls*, *per rotulost, or *in the Exchequer?,
*in scaccario', according to the *responsiones® entered in the rolls of the
local fiscal officials, which related the amount which had been received by
either the comptroller or the treasurer for which the latter would subse-
quently answer. For the sake of convenience each *responsio! was entered
in the margin opposite the record of the payment in question. Receipts
were also made *'outwith the rolls®', textra rotulos', for which there was

no record in the accounts of the local official for that year.zz

Beneath the comptroller and the treasurer were a series of local
accouﬁtants, the Ballivi ad Extra, whofadministered the financial affairs of
the royal demesne, custumars, burgh baillies and sheriffs, Qho were all
appointed by the crown. In theory, they were bound to make annual account
of all the royal receipts due within the scope of their Jjurisdiction but it
was common for many accountants to bring their rolls to the Exchequer at
irregular intervals. For ingtance, in 1498 the account of the burgh baillies
of Aberdeen rendered at Edinburgh by the provost, sir John Rutherford, covered
a total of eighteen yearé in which time receipts of £3,840 had to be cleared

by the auditors.®>  The jurisdiction of each accountant was carefully

21- _E._Ii, V’ 39’ 391-6-
22- _];:':B., Xii, 178-9- - I&, i, 217-

23. ER, xi, 130. . Not unnaturally, there was a substantial rest at the
Toot of the account, amounting to £835-6-8.
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guarded in order that he was not charged with the collection of revenue for
which he had no mandate to receive and which was outwith the sphere of his
responsibility. In 1456, David, earl of Crawford, sheriff of Aberdeen, dis-
claimed responsibility for the collection of the ward of the barony of King-
edward, in the king's hands for a total of three years before the earl of
Ross had taken the sasine since the farms had been charged to Richard Forbes
and Alexander Young, then chamberlains of the king®'s property north of the

Spey who were to answer for the sums involved.z4

At the grass roots of the royal financial administration, information
is extremely scanty, but it is clear that although royal officials did perform
many of the mundane tasks of their office, deputies and servants were fre-
quently employed to attend to many of the details. There can be little
doubt that most of the aristocratic sheriffs and Ballivi ad Extra, although
retaining ultimate responsibility for thé revenue within their jurisdiction,
did not personally collect the cash. However, professional officials
probably participated to a greater extent in the actual affairs of their
charge. The demand of outside interests compelled the appointment of
deputies to perform the routine tasks of many of these fiscal offices. In
1512 the account of the chamberlain of Fife, James, archbishop of Glasgow,
was rendered in Edinburgh by his deputy, AndrewMathieson.25 On 8 March
1507-8 Andrew, bishop of Moray was appointed for life to the office of
chambedain of the lordship of Moray with the power 'to mak deputis under him,

ane or maa, in the said-office' and also to the charge of custumar of the area

north of the Spey for which he was granted the right to 'mak factouris,

substitutis and clerkis of coket'.26 Although much of the business in

24. ER, vi, 1358. John, earl of Ross was permitted by the king to legally
enter his possessions before he had attained his majority.

25. ER, xii1i, 422.

26. RSS, i, 1629y 1630.
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connection with receiving revenue and purchasing supplies for the royal
household were actually performed by the comptroller in person, the sheer
scale of his duties necessitated the employment of servants. In 1509, sir
Duncan Forrester, comptroller, was allowed £80 from his own account in
recompense for his labours and expenses purchasing marts and victuals at
various fairs and collecting farms due to the crown.27 In 1511-12 large
sums of money due to the receiver-general, Andrew, bishop of Caithness,

were in fact delivered to his assistant, David Stewart.28

Although the rolls frequently recorded the payment of a single lump
sum from the local accountant to the comptroller, such submissions were
mostly made in several instalments. In 1506 sir Walter Ogilvy of Aboyne,
chamberlain of Petty and Brackley, submitted a total of £137-6-10 to the
comptroller, James Redheuch and payment was verified before the auditors
on the production of various quittances issued by Redheuch.29 However, the
evidence suggests that a considerable amount of paper work was involved in
these transfers of revenue from local to central officials. In the first
half of the fifteenth centufy, it is likely that the Ballivi ad Extra actually
collected from the various tenants most of the cash recorded in his charge
but in the reign of James 1V, with the tendancy towards both larger and
longer leases, it seems that royal tenants with substantial holdings paid
their annual farms direct to the comptroller. In 1505 the account of
Robert Rankin, chamberlain of the earldom of Moray, recorded that comptroller,
John Stirling, had received £166-10s of the farms of the lands of Glencairny

and Abernethy for the first term of this account and for the two previous

terms and that James Redheuch comptroller at the time of the audit, had

27. ER, xiii, 260.
28- E_B_, Xiii’k402-478-

29. ER, xii, 416.



17.

received a further £55-10s for the term of Whitsun, directly from the tenant,
John Grant.30 Also, in 1487, although the chamberlain of Stirlingshire

was charged with the farms of the propert of Larbertshiels, payment of the
annual rent was made directly to the comptroller by the lessee, Malcolm

Forester.31 For the sake of administrative convenience, the chamberlain

of Moray was still charged with these farms until 1505 when Grant accounted

for the revenue on his own behalf.32 This trend was undoubtedly fostered

by the grant of the office of bailliery to many substantial crown lessees.33
It is noticeable that, even in the local rolls, revenue paid into the
comptroller®s accounts was assigned for some particular purpose. For
instance, £21-11-4 was submitted to the compfroller from the receipts of
the chamberlain of Petty and Brackley in 1506 *through the receipt of
Thomas, head cook of the king ... for certain expenses incurred at Inverness?.
It is doubtful if the cash involved was actually delivered to the comptroller
or whether this represented paper work and the cook received his expenses
locally.34 In 1487 it was stated in the account of James Shaw of Sauchie,
chamberlain of Stirlingshire, that a total of £142-14-6 was received by James
Redheuch for the expenses of the prince in Stirling although the comptroller

was to answer for the cash.35 Not only did Redheuch receive the revenue

directly from Shaw but also it seems probable that entries recorded in

this fashion represented some sort of prior assignment.

The date of the commencement of the annual audit of accounts was fixed

30. ER, xii, 287.

31. ER, ix, 483, 632.

32. ER, xii, 575.

33. RSS, 1, 866.“ ER, x, 637.

34. ER, xii, 416.

35. ER, 1ix, 4383.
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at least six weeks in advance and accountants were entitled to receive a

prior warning of proceedings of forty days. ' Percepts or brieves of summons
were sent to the sheriffs ordering them to appear themselves and also they
were to warn all other royal financial officials within the shire to appear.
The earliest brieve is dated 13 May 1437 in which the sheriff of Aberdeen
was required to appear at tle Exchequer at Stirling on 3 July with the
continuation of days and be prepared to render his account before the
auditors for all the farms and returns from wards, reliefs, marriages, fines,
escheats, the profit from his own court, to transport with him the extract
from both the justice and chamberlain ayres and all other levies within his
jurisdiction with which he was charged. In addition, he was also ordered
to account for the proceeds of a contribution voted for the journey of the
kingts sister to France and also to inform all the burgh provosts and
baillies, custumars and especially the baillies of the royal demesne and
intromitters with lands held in ward of the day and place of the audit of
their accounts.36 Since accountants were ordered to appear at a specific
time it would seem that some timetable of business was organised. In 1506
a royal proclamation required *all his officeris, liegis and subditis that
aw compt in the said chekkir that thai compere before the lordis auditouris
therof the said xv day of Junii witht continaucioun of dais to give compt,
reknyn and payment of all dewites awin of termez digane sen ther last compt
efter the tenore of the preceptis to be direct therapoun under all paﬁe and
37 |

charge that efter may follow®'. The Exchequer normally lasted six to

eight weeks, but in 1501 the audit which began on 15 June did not terminate

until 18 January 1501-2.38 Accountants who failed to appear on the

appointed day were liable for a fine of £10 but this penalty was irregularly

enforced and was mostly incurred by burgﬁrbéillies and sheriffs. Total or

36. SRO, Lord Forbes Papers, No. 1.
37 ADC, xviii, f 196.

38. ER, xi, XVI.
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partial remission of the fine was common. - In 1487 the burgh baillies of
Irvine owed a fine of £30 for failure to attend the audits for the years

1483, 1484 and 1485, half of which was remitted and the remainder expénded

39

by the auditors on drink. However, many royal financial officials,

especially the Ballivi ad Extra, remainded absent from the Exchequer for

long periods without incurring massive fines.

The basis of the accounting procedure which operated in Mediaeval

Scotland was that all royal receivers were personally responsible for all

the revenue due to the crown which was recorded in the charge side of their

accounts. The accountant was held liable not only for the cash he actually
received but also for *fictitious revenuet', that is income which never, in
fact, reached the hands of the particulaf official but for which he had to
satisfy the auditors of its destination. For instance, during the reign

of James IV both the sheriffs and the treasurer were held accountable for
certain feudal incidents although many such entries passed through the

formers' accounts purely as paper work, It was possible to transfer
liability for a specific sum of money by means of an indenture, a practice

frequently employed by the sheriff. In 1501 the £10 fine of Robert Boyd,
charged to the sheriff of Dumbarton, was directed through an indenture to

the sheriff of Lanark, the receipt of which the latter acknowledged in

40 Even if the revenue concerned was illegally detained by royal

writing.
tenants or exporters, it was the respoﬁsibility of the accountant to enforce
payment or recompense the crown from his own pocket. In 1490, the chamber-

lainibf Cowall was ordered to collect certain outstanding farms funder the

pain”~ of payment of the said sum out of his own goods'41 while in 1504 the

39. ER, ix, 3550.

40. ER, x1i, 345x. The reason for the transfer was that Boyd had no
distrainable goods within the jurisdiction of the sheriff of Dumbarton.

41. ER, x, 180. |
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sheriff of Wigtown was ordered to *distrenye the souertes that he tuke for
the said releif and gif he tuke na suretes ... incontrare the forme of the

precept direct to him'therapoun that he stand dettour be him self for the

principale soume of the king because of his negligence'.42 The accountant

was to answer at the Exchequer for all the entire revenue recorded in his
charge and was personally liable for all the sums which either remained unpaid
or he not been satisfactorily accounted for before the auditors and he or
his heirs were pursued for the arrears even after his dismissal or death.

In 1502 and again in 1504, Michael Lindsay of Fairgirth accounted for the
arrears of his father as chamberlain of Galloway.43 However, the present
fiscal officer was not responsible for the arrears of his predecessors.

In 1480, for instance, George Maxwell of Garnsalloch, the receiver of the
lordship of Bothwell, was not charged with the arrears of William Simpson,
the bishop of Glasgow and James, lord Hamilton, previous holders of the
office since he had no mandate to raise their outstanding sums.44 However,
should the accountant be unable to extract the outstanding sums from royal
debtors, the former was entitled to resort to diligence against the goods

of the offenders. The retention of cash and grain farms by Kenneth
McKenzie, John Munro, master Thomas Ross, William Ross and Thomas Reid
compelled the chamberlain of Ross in 1486 to seek royal permission to be
able to poind both the lands and the goods of the offenders for all the
revenue recorded in the kest at the foot of his account. Also, in the same

account, it was recorded that Hugh, lord Lovat had pledged his lands to

the king as security for the payment of over £74 in cash and a quantity of -

42. ADC, xv, f 202.

43. ER, xii, 62, 228. The -last account of master James Lindsay as
chamberlain of Galloway ended on 12 April 1497 and who died sometime
before January 1499-1500. ER, xi, 108, 189.

44, ER, 1x, 6.
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barley, meal, oats and mutton by Kenneth McKenzie, farms from royal property
in Ross for the years 1479, 1480 and 1481 but the outstanding sums were
obviously not forthcoming since the lands of lord Lovat were apprized for the
debt.45 However, the accountantt's efforts at distraint were not always
successful in relieving him of his responsibility to the crown, principally
because the debtor was in a position to be able to resist such encroachments
or else employing the excuse of having no goods to frustrate this type of
action. Not infrequently the accountant's attempts at recovering outstanding
royral revenue were resisted by force. In the 1487 account of the chamberlain
of Galloway, certain sums of money totalling £213 were depending on Roland,
Gilbert and Thomas Kennedy, John, lord Kennedy, Richard Heres, John Gordon

of Lochinver and others, the farms of royal property within Galloway illegally
withheld by these persons, who had deforced the chamberlain when poinding for
the rents tupon which sums pending and deforcements the Lords of the Council
decreed letters to be directed to the steward of Kirkcudbright, the sheriff

of Wigtown and the accountant, to levy all the goods of these deforcers and
bring them in to the king's use, with which the accountant is to be charged

af ter the distraint and inbringing'.46 The accountant could also call on

the royal debtor to relieve him *at the kingts handst* of responsibility for
the collection of a particular debt. In 1504 Michael Lindsay of Fairgirth,
heir to his father's arrears as chamberlain of Galloway, was allowed £36 by
the auditors for the farms of the lands of Barskeauch since Hugh Campbell

of Craigie, heir of John Wallace of Craigie, who had occupied the lands in
question, took the sum upon himself and was to be charged with it in his next

47

account as baillie of Kyle. Accountants frequently had to resort to

45. -E.i{., ix’ 405-7-
46. ER, 1x, 462.

47. ER, xii, 229.
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judicial proceedings in order to recover royal debts. On 31 January, James
Douglas of Pittendreich, the former chamberlain of Moray, successfully
pursued an action against Alexander Innes of that ilk for the withholding

of 17 barrels of salmon from the Spey fishing.48

The accountant was also liable for the activities of his deputies.
On 27 May 1503 Alexander Bannerman of Waterton, sheriff depute to John, earl
of Crawford in the shire of Aberdeen, was ordered to relieve the earl *at
the king's handst® of £880, the arrears of his account rendered in 1502.
The decree was granted to the earl because Bannerman had already granted a
bond of relief in his favour and was, therefore, bound to keep the earl
*harmelss and scaithless of the sammyn at oure soverane lordis handis, as
ses sufficientlie previt be the said Alexanderis letterez obligatouris undir
his seile and subscripcioun manuall maid to the said Johne thairupoun
inlikwis schawin and producit befor the saidis 1ordis'.49 This represented

a private arrangement between the earl and Mannerman but it did not diminish

the former's own liability to the king for the £880.

Despite these avenues of action, the accountant was not totally relieved

of his responsibility, as far as the auditors were concerned, until he had

received a letter of discharge from the crown. Concerning the arrears

amassed by James Douglas of Pittendreich as chamberlain of Moray from the

date of his entry until 26 January 1484-5, amounting to £166-15-10, 43

chalders of wheat,llo chalders of barley, 44 marts and thé same number of

mutton and 3 lasts, 2 barrels of salmon,‘Douglas compounded with the comptroller
for a lump payment of £160 cash. following this settlement, the king issued

a letter of discharge under the privy seal to Douglas stating that he had

48. ADC, xii, f 72.

49. ADC, xiv,, f 158.
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made yearly account to the Exchequer, had paid a composition for his rest and
was therefore absolved from all further responsibility for the period prior

to that date, and also that *we charge the auditouris of oure chekker that las

!
|
was and sal happin to be for the tyme that thai mak the saidis restis dependand i
1

apon the said James in the fute of his last compt to be dischargit and allowit

S50

to him efter the tenour of thir oure lettrez'. A letter of discharge was

only granted by the crown to a royal official when the king was satisfied

that fpll payment of the sums in question had been achieved. 'Final clearance

of the debt might be considerably delayed. For instance,on 1 January 1512,
George Robinson, the son of the late George Robinson, comptroller at the

time of James III, was finally discharged of the outstanding sum of £658-3-4

*and of all uther soumez, dettis and c¢lamez that his grace may ony wise ask or

craif at the handis of the said George?. It was related that Robinsont's

land, tenement, foreland and bakeland within the burgh of Edinburgh was

apprized for the debt and since 'his Grace haldis hym wele content and pait
be the said George® the king 'grantis and decernis the foresaid hald land

lauchfully redemit within the space of vii zeriz efter the apprising of the

sammyn' and Robinson was given the power to intromit and dispose of the

profits of the lands 'ale fre and siclike as thai mycht haif done before the

said apprixing'.sl

laqu'lrl T
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The formation of these Mediaeval accounts was based on the *'charge®
and the *discharge?®. However, it should be noted that both the tcharge®
and the *discharge' bore little resemblance to actual receipts and payments

but merely reflected the sums for which the accountant was held responsible

to the crown. The charge side of an accountant could vary from year to year

or be a fixed annual sum. Concerning the former, the charge recorded in the

50.  ER, ix, 312-6.

S51. RSS, 1, 2461.
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custumars® accounts varied in size according to the volume of trade passing
through each port and similarly those of the comptroller and treasurer tended
to vary in line with the size of the receipts from local accountants within
the duration of a particular account and also according to the unpredictable
nature of feudal casualties, escheats and judicial profits. On the other

hand, most of the royal burghs submitted a fixed annual feufarmas laid down
in the charter while, from the second half of the fifteenth century, the
tendancy was for the charge side of the property rolls to remain fixed for
long periods. In 1497, William Drummond, chamberlain of Strathearn was
charged with the entire farms within his jurisdiction as detailed in the
rolls of 1484 while the gross farm for which the chamberlain of Menteith was
liable was based on the particulars recorded in the rolls of 1478.52 Under
such arrangements, the need to preserve past rollg was obvious., Even when
the charge varied anhually, its extent was based on the figures detailed

in records produced by the accountant, namely customs books, the extracts

from the justice ayres and sheriff court books.

Nowhere is the conservatism of the financial system more apparent than
in the charge side of the accounts of the Ballivi ad Extra. Its tendancy
towards rigidity resulted in the emergence of a gulf between the figures
recorded in the charge and the actual rents registered in the king's rental
books. In 1480, for instance, the chamberlain of Menteith was forced to
seek allowance of £12 for the farms of Westerbrigend, Duffus, Duchry and other
property since the lands were assigned for forest, a further allowance of £1
for half the part of Doune, that particular estate had not been leased and
10 marks was deducted from the farms of Balquhidder charged to the chamberlain,
as the lessees, William Stewart and Malcom Maclery, held the lands in lease

33 : | .« s
at a reduced rent. Unlike the rentals, the charge of the Ballivi ad Extra

52. ER, X, 566, 578,

53. ER, ix, 40.
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tended to remain unaffected by the constant changes in the economic potential
of different portions of royal ‘property. The appearance of a specific entry
in an accountant's charge did not necessarily mean that the latter had actually
received the cash involved. In 1509 the comptroller, Duncan Forrester, was
charged with £238-8-7 from Alexander, lord Hume as chamberlain of Ettrick
forest but instead of the actual cash the comptroller only received Hume's
obligation to pay.s4 Such obligations wére frequently left unfulfilled even
by the time the comptroller was called upon to account. For instance, in
order to clear his rests from his previous accounts as chamberlain of Ettrick
forest and the earldom of March, in 1503,%Alexander, lord Hume compounded
with the comptroller, John Stirling, for the sum of £454, of which £300 was
paid in cash and for the remainder Hume presented the comptroller with a
letter of obligation. In the 1503 account of John Stirling, the entire £454
was inserted in his charge but, on 7 September, it was stated that lord Hume
was obliged to pay John Stirling the sum of £154 between now and next Martinmas
'*becaus the said comptrollare tuke the sammyn upoun him as payment of the said
Alexanderis rest of his compt of the Forest, to the payment of quhilk soume of
£154 he bond him in the sikkerest form'.55 In contrast, however, the figures
recorded in the treasurers' charge represented the money which that official
had actually received. The part of the composition which had not been
submitted by the end of the account formed the rest which was cleared in
subsequent accounts as the cash was forthcoming. In the account of James
Beaton, abbot of Dunfermline ending August 1506, £30 was received by the
treaéurer as part payment of a composition of £50 for a charter granted to
John, lord Kennedy for the lands of Coif, Ellirkenoch and Kilbreky, thus
leaving a rest of £20. On 8 December 1506 the same official 'grantis us to

have resavit fra schir David Kennedy, knycht, bailze of Carrik ye soume of

twenty lib. usuale monee of Scotland in full payment of ye compositioun of ye~

54, ER, xiii, 180.

55. ER, xii, 115-6, 177. ADC, xiv, f 186.
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charter of resignatioun maid to Johnne, lord Kennedy' for the above lands

and 'in full payment forsaid we hald us content and payit and in our soverane
lordis name quittclamis and dischargis ye said schir David Kennedy for now
and ever be this acquitcalme! and in the treasurer's account covering that

letter of quittance the remaining £20 was listed amount the receipts.56

All accountants were compelled to make a verbal declaration under oath
of the truth of their accounts but only in entries of special significance
were such undertakings specifically recorded. In 1486 Richard Richardson,

custumar of the burgh of North Berwick, appears at the Exchequer and confessed

that no customs had been levied at that port during the year prior to the

audit.57

The discharge was record of payments or deductions allowed to the

accountant for which sufficient proof had been produced. Allowance for
payment to either the comptroller or the treasurer required the production
of one or more discharges from the official to whom the cash was allegedly
paid. In 1510 James Dog, chamberlain of Menteith, gained an allowance in
his account of £361-13s paid to the comptroller, Duncan Forrester, and
payment was verified with the production of various letters of quittance

from the comptroller at the audit.58

For all texpenses! set against the accountant's charge, the lattgr'was
required to provide the auditors with proof qf tﬁe legality of the payment
or deduction. Allowances sought only for a single year, that is thac vice
tantum® or *'hoc anno tantum', necessitated only the king's letter under his
signet and subscription or a precept under the hand of the comptroller,

treasurer or some other person in authority. This undoubtedly provided

56, TA, iii, 19, 224. SRO, Aila Muniments, GD 25/9, Box 23A.
57. ER,ix, 438.

58.  ER, xiii, 325.
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the crown with a quick and convenient method of dispensing royal patronage,
but, during a period of the political dominance of a particular faction,
especially during a royal minority, single payments to supporters from crown
revenue were simply arranged. In 1448, for instance, James Walker received
-a payment of £4 from the customs of Edinburgh through the mandate of James
Livingstone; chamberlain, verified at the audit by his letters of precept.sg

During the 1440s the frequent appearance of members of the Livingstone family

in connection with the purchasing and witnessing of supplies bound for the
king®s household was indicative of the influence of that faction over royal
affairs. Allowances were frequently affected by the King's intervention.

In 1486, James III authorised the allowance of £9-1-2, the rent of certain
property occupied by Duncan McIntosh, *'and the lord Chancellor and others of
the king's council declared on the king's behalf that his will was and is that
only the Martinmas term should be alléwed to him and that in the future he

should pay the farms for all terms.60

In addition to the royal warrant authorising payment the auditors also
required proof of payment. Deliveries to the royal household were verified
by an inspection of the various household books.61 Although the destiny
of the 26 chalders of wheal delivered to the kingts bakers in 1468 was
verified in the daily books analysed at the audit, concerning the 30 chalders
delivered for the expenses of the household the following year, the household
books were not presented for examination and the bakers, Patrick Purxdy:and

62

Alexander Ambrose, were to answer personally for the supplies. Other

account books or bills were also produced before the audit. In 1508 the

59. ER, v, 308.
60. ER, 1ix, 390.
61. ER, viii, 97, 3572.

62- ER’ Viii’wgsﬂél
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treasurer paid a total of £20-13-2 to the gunner, Hans, which %'he laid doun at.

divers tymes for carying of the gunnis and for the gunnaris as his bill pro-

: 63 .
portist. In 1453 John Balfour, captain of Faulkland castle, was paid

£8-13-4 from the farms of Fife for his expenses at the time of his entry to

office, and he * acknowledged receipt upon the compt'.64

The poet, William Dunbar, presented an invaluable insight not only into
the working of the Scottish Exchequer but into the rather haphazard and
unsatisfactory nature of some of the accounts which were brought before the

auditors. The poem gives Dunbar's explanation of the fate of *ane soume
of money for to wair'! from the treasurer and his inability to provide a
detailed account of the manner in which it was expended.

*My Lordis of Chacker, pleis zow to heir
My coumpt, I sall it mak zow cleir,

But only circumstance or sonzie;

Far left is nether corce nor cunzie

Off all that I tuik in the zeir,

For rekkyning of my rents and roumes,
Ze neid nocht for to tyre zour thowmes;
Na, for to gar zour countaris cluick,
Nor paper for to spend, nor ink,

In the ressaueing of my soumes.

I tuik fra my Lord Tresaurair

Ane soume of money for to wair:

I cannocht tell zow how it is spendit,
Bot weill I waitt that it is endit;
And that me think ane coumpt our sair?

I trowit, in tyme, quhen that I tuik it,
That lang in burgh I suld have bruikit,
Now the remanes ar eith to turss;

I have na preiff heir bot my purss,

Quhilk wald nocht be, and it war luikit,® 03

The allowance to the accountant was sanctioned by the auditors on

the production of the receipt, the personal appearance of the receiver was

64. ER, v, 534.

65. Poems of William Dunbar, ii, 255.
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not essential, In 1490 James Douglas, the former earl of Douglas, was 1in
receipt of £62 from the chamberlain of Kinclaven, which payment was acknow-
ledged ty his letters and quittance written by his own hand and produced

before the auditors.66

Even where no receipt or acknowledgement was forth-
coming allowance was still possible *at the accpuntant's risk, *sub periculo
computantis?, Since the allowance itself did not provide any conclusive
proof of payment the system left itself open to abuse and fraud. At the
1495 Exchequer it was noted that the chamberlain of Moray had failed to
produce several of the comptroller's precepts and although the allowance
seems to have been passed the comptroller was informed of the situation.67
Royal fiscal officials were frequently subjected to judicial proceedings
with regard to the failure to make actual payment for sums which were allowed
at the Exchequer. On 6 February 1499-1500 the Lords of the Council decreed
that master Hugh Martin, a former comptroller, was to submit the sum of 20
marks to sir Baldred Blackadder for his fee which had been allowed to Martin
in his rolls.68- 29 January 1499-1500 was the date assigned by the Lords

of the Council for sir John Rutherford, alderman of Aberdeen, *til preif
sufficientle that he has deliverit the sade James (that is, James Douglas,
the former comptroller) acquietance allegit to be gevin to him as comptrollar
for the tyme to the sade aldirman of the payment of the soume of xiij merkis
in part of payment of borow malis of Abirdene' and, on the failure of Ruther-
ford to appear before the Lords, the latter was ordered to pay Douglas the

outstanding amount. However, from the evidence displayed in the accounts

of the baillies of Aberdeen it would appear that allowance had been received

66. ER, x, 183.
67. ER, X, 223.

68. ADC, ii, 379.
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by the baillies of the burgh for the 13 marks from the farms of 1490 and

that sometime before July 1498 sir Duncan Forrester seems to -have accepted

69

payment of the sum involved. The use of bonds as a means of delaying

the actual payment and the system of allowances in accounting procedure
seems to have resulted in considerable confusion. On 22 March 1497-8

John Leslie of Wardris, the son of James IIl's comptroller, Alexander Leslie,
and John Dempsterson, the former chamberlain of Brechin were in dispute as
to the fate of £37-9-4 which the former claimed was due to him through
letters of obligation issued by Dempsterson to his father and which had

been allowed to Dempsterson in the Exchequer rolls as a result. By 11
December 1505 the mystery had deepened for John Leslie brought forward a
bond issued under Dempsterson®s seal, dated 2 August 1481, but the latter's
son, Walter, alleged that the seal attached to the bond was not his fathers

and was not appended with his consent.70

Allowances for gifts, pensions, lifegrants and other lengthy con-
cessions required the king's warrant under the great or privy seal, usually
containing a precept addressed to the auditors requiring them to allow the
sum allotted in the particular account. Once marked as allowed, the allow-
ance continued in force until revoked by the crown or until terminated by
the death of the recipient; In 1486 a liferent grant of £10 annually was
granted to John Meldrum, a royal servant, -from the farms of the lands of

Kilcraigie in Mar and verified before the auditors through the production of

69. ADC, ii, 370. ER, xi, 13l. From the evidence available, it would
appear that in the eighteen year account of the baillies of Aberdeen,
rendered by Rutherford in 1498, the 13 marks were allowed to James
Douglas from the burgh farms of 1490 although the actual payment was
received by sir Duncan Forrester who was to answer for the amount.

70. ADC, ii, 153. ADC, xvii, f 99. There 1s no further record of this
entry. |
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the king's letters under the great seal at first audit.71 In 1481 a

letter of assignation was sent to the chamberlain of Stirlingshire concerning
the £20 fee payable to James Homyll which stated that the sum was to be

*wele allowit to you berly in your comptis be the auditouris of oure

chekker, ye schewand thir oure lettrez anys before the saidis auditouras

and registrit in oure chekker  rollis and bringing the said James acquittance
and ressait of the said soume yerly to scheu for yourwarant'.72 On 2 July
1483 a royal precept was transmitted to the auditors of the Exchequer relating
that 'it is oure will and we charge yow that ye allow and put in oure rollis
of compt to the custumaris ballies of oure burowis of Abirdene, Montrose and
Forfar* the hereditary pensions due to David, earl of Crawford *raisit and
tane of oure custumys and malex of oure said burowis in tymes gigane'.74
No additional letter or warrant was required to authorise the accountant

to make each yeart's payment or for the auditors to grant annual allowance.
However, care was taken to ensure that, even with recurring allowance, that
actual payment was, in fact, made. On 28 July 13513 the auditors of the
Exchequer ordered Alexander Spens, intromitter with the feufarm of the burgh

of Cupar, to pay the friars of St. Monants *thare almos aucht to thaim therof of
this yere bigain betuix this and the morn at v houris efter none' or else to

enter himself in ward in Edinburgh castle.74

It was customary for royal property, which was alienated in heritage,
to be removed altogether from the charge side of the accounts. On 16 July

1502, for instance, a royal precept was directed to the auditors informing

71. ER, ix, 358. This concession was in exchange for Meldrum®s renunciation
of an earlier pension of 13 marks payable from the burgh farms of
Aberdeen.

72. ER, ix, 93-4.

73. ER, ix, 227.
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them that the lands of Strathbran and others had been granted in mortmain
to the Chapel Royal and that the feufarm payable from these estates were to
be diverted to the upkeep of the clerks and *it is oure will herfor and we
charge you that ye defeis our chawmérlanis that ar chargeit with the few of
the said mortifiit landis of the few thereof of all termes bigane in oure
chekker rollis, thai makand payment of the samyn to the collectour of oure
said chapell sen the tyme of the erectioun tharof as efferis, and that ye
draw the sammyn out of our chekker rollis that nene of oure chawmerlanis be
chargeit tharwith in tyme to cum'.75 However, other heritable concessions
from the royal demesne were not extracted from the Exchequer Rolls but
continued to be charged to the relevant accountant who was then compelled
to record an annual allowance of the sum involved. Although John, earl

of Atholl and his wife Eleanor were granted hereditary possession of the
forest of Cluny on 3 March 1480-1, in return for their efforts during the
rebellion of the lord of the Isles, the concession does not seem to have
been recognised by the auditors as the chamberlain of Kinclaven received
no official allowance for the farms until 1502, although the evidence
suggests that Atholl had been extracting the profits from the forest from
1470.76 It is possible that James III regretted his hasty action and was
not prépared to give official backing to any such allowance in the chamber-
laints accounts and the farms formed part of the irretrievable arrears of
subsequent chamberlains.77 On January 1501-2 James IV issued a precept

to the auditors charging them *to allow and defeis in oure chekker rollis
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